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PER CURI AM

Ana Caussade cl ains that her enpl oyer, the Veterans Adm ni s-
tration, violated her rights under the Age Discrimnation in
Enpl oynent Act, 29 U.S.C. 8§ 621 et seq., and Title VII of the Cvil
Ri ghts Act of 1964, 42 U . S.C. 8 2000e et seq. Caussade's claimis
based on her allegation that she suffered an adverse enpl oynent
action because of her age and Puerto Rican heritage.

Caussade has worked as a nurse for the Veterans Adm nistration
In positions of increasing responsibility for over 20 years.
Bet ween 1989 and 1993, Caussade's relationship wth her i medi ate
supervi sor deteriorated, and she was transferred to a different
position within the same hospital. She clains that she was trans-
ferred to a position of | ess prestige and was no | onger permtted
to use her office. Nevert hel ess, she retained the same title,
grade, salary, and | evel of responsibility.

Fi ndi ng no genui ne i ssue of material fact, the district court
entered sunmary j udgnent agai nst Caussade. The court reasoned t hat
she coul d not prevail because her reassignnment did not constitute
an adver se enpl oynent action. The reassi gnnment was nmade during t he
course of a bona fide reorganization in which seven head nurses
wer e reassi gned, and the reasons for reassigni ng Caussade were not
pretextual. Finding no reversible error, we affirmfor reasons

adequately stated in the district court's opinion.
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